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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to communications: amendment filed 6/24/2005, to the original application 
filed 1 1/13/2001, with priority filing date of 7/27/2001. 

2. The rejection of claims 1-1 1 under 35 U.S.C. 101 as directed towards non-statutory subject matter, has 
been withdrawn as necessitated by amendment. 

Sevcik has been withdrawn as necessitated by amendment. 

5. Claims 1-20 pending. Claims 1 and 10 have been amended. Claims 1, 10, 12, 20 are independent. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC§ 103 

6. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness rejections set 
forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the 
differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been 
obvious at the time the invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall 
not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

7. Claims 1-8, 10-11 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bernardo et al. 
(hereinafter Bernardo), U.S. Patent No. 6,247,032 issued June 2001, in view of Nicastro et al. (hereinafter 
Nicastro), U.S. Publication No. US 2002/0073114, published June 2002. 

In regard to independent claim 1, Bernardo teaches a method for selected user(s) creating/submitting 
web site content, said content subject to approval pending publication (Bernardo Title, Abstract - especially at 
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bottom). Bernardo teaches content creators creating proposed pages of a web site, said pages subject to 
authorized approval pending posting said pages as appropriate. In this fashion, overall web site development (a 
workflow system environment, see Bernardo Figure 1 A item 138), integrates various user content submissions 
within said web site, (Bernardo column 2 lines 63-67 to column 3 lines 1-5, 50-58). Bernardo additionally 
teaches a user representative of a company offering various products and services (Bernardo column 6 lines 62- 
67 to column 7 lines 1-5, especially line 1, also column 18 lines 24-34). Although Bernardo does not specifically 
disclose association with a "specific record", nevertheless, since Bernardo's system is directed to content 
approval and web site creation for various people, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to associate submissions with a "specific record" of both the submission itself, and 
the submission authors (i.e. a content record), in order to provide the benefit of tracking a submission to its 
author for further clarification, etc. 

Bernardo teaches a determined approval method to be carried out on submitted data comprising a series 
of approval steps from one or more designated people (each person manually reads and approves pending 
content accordingly). The manual approval process can be accomplished via e-mail notification, with a "link to a 
page" requiring approval from each reviewer. It is noted that the approval process is pending (i.e. persists) until 
each (up to the last person) manually approves a submission (Bernardo column 20 lines 2-19). (see citing above, 
also Bernardo column 3 lines 1-5). Please note that the selective decision each reviewer makes has a bearing on 
the persistence of the approval process. 

Bernardo does not specifically teach a persisted activity "record' in a "persisted activity database". 
However, Since part of Bernardo's invention is to manage workflow of Web site creation, and Bernardo's 
teaching that more then one reviewer can be assigned to content (see Bernardo column 19 lines 63-65), it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to keep a record of various 
approvals for a piece of content, in order to track the approval process in an organized manner (i.e. making sure 
each person approves accordingly). In addition, since Bernardo teaches inclusion of various databases within its 
invention for holding data (Bernardo Figures 1, 2, 25, etc.), and since it is well established that databases are 
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typically used to organize related data in an efficient manner, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to use one of Bernardo's databases for storing a record of approvals, 
providing the benefit of quick retrieval for tracking purposes, etc. 

Bernardo does not specifically teach that the manual persisting (as explained above) comprises 
''modification to the specific record to create a persisted activity record... ". However, Nicastro teaches a 
business asset management system comprising use of an available history of a purchase order including change 
orders for keeping track of anyone changing (revising) said purchase order (content record) (Nicastro paragraph 
[0208]). Nicastro also teaches that a designated user can (manually and selectively) update various data (project 
name, description, etc.), and that Nicastro utilizes a database for modification of relevant data (Nicastro 
paragraph [0297], [0242], also Abstract - near bottom). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in 
the art at the time of the invention to apply Nicastro to Bernardo, providing a persistent and modifyiable history 
log for storing a record of approvals within Bernardo's database, providing the benefit of quick retrieval for 
tracking and selectively updating data, etc. (It is noted that both references deal with managing workflow of an 
asset). 

In regard to dependent claims 2, 3, claim 2 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as 
claimed in claim 1, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

It is noted that Bernardo teaches manual approval of pending Web site content (i.e. a record of the 
content submission and its author(s), said submission is displayed to an approver). A manual action (manual 
approval) is determined, and performed, accordingly. 

Regarding dependent claim 3, since Bernardo teaches various people designated with the roles of editors 
and approvers, if a Web page is initially disapproved (i.e. does not conform to business logic), various editing 
can be applied by authorized users to said page to facilitate approval (Bernardo column 10 lines 60-67). 
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In regard to dependent claim 4, claim 4 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as claimed in 
claim 1, and is rejected along the same rationale. 

In regard to dependent claim 5, Bernardo teaches a Web page submitted to a Legal Department of a 
company for approval (i.e. passing business logic rules) (Bernardo column 10 lines 40-45). 

In regard to dependent claim 6, since Bernardo teaches various people designated with the roles of 
editors and approvers, if a Web page is initially disapproved, various editing can be applied by authorized users 
to said page to facilitate approval, therefore the approval process is replayed accordingly until content is 
approved (Bernardo column 10 lines 60-67). 

In regard to dependent claim 7, since it is well established that entering new data in a repository (i.e. a 
database) entails creating at least a new record, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention for the skilled artisan to create new records (i.e. a new version of a record) for the 
benefit of holding new data in known formats (i.e. SQL, etc.). 

In regard to dependent claim 8, Bernardo does not specifically teach a record acquired from a 
supplier. However, since Bernardo teaches a "Product/Services Area" (Bernardo Figure 5) possibly subjected to 
approval, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention for the skilled 
artisan to acquire records from said product/services area as originating from a supplier (i.e. at least from the 
Website owners themselves who supply the information for this particular site area, providing the benefit of 
acquiring various data for business approval. 

In regard to independent claim 10, claim 10 incorporates substantially similar subject matter as 
claimed in claim 1, and is rejected along the same rationale. 
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In regard to dependent claim 11, Bernardo teaches a Web page submitted to a Legal Department of a 
company for approval (i.e. passing business logic rules) (Bernardo column 10 lines 40-45). 

8. Claim 20 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bernardo. 

In regard to independent claim 20, Bernardo teaches a method for selected user(s) creating/submitting 
web site content, said content subject to approval pending publication (Bernardo Title, Abstract - especially at 
bottom). Bernardo teaches content creators creating proposed pages of a web site, said pages subject to 
authorized approval pending posting said pages as appropriate. In this fashion, overall web site development (a 
workflow system environment, see Bernardo Figure 1A item 138), integrates various user content submissions 
within said web site, (Bernardo column 2 lines 63-67 to column 3 lines 1-5, 50-58). Bernardo additionally 
teaches a user representative of a company offering various products and services (Bernardo column 6 lines 62- 
67 to column 7 lines 1-5, especially line 1, also column 18 lines 24-34). Although Bernardo does not specifically 
disclose association with a "specific record\ nevertheless, since Bernardo's system is directed to content 
approval and web site creation for various people, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to associate submissions with a "specific record" of both the submission itself, and 
the submission authors (i.e. a content record), in order to provide the benefit of tracking a submission to its 
author for further clarification, etc. 

Bernardo teaches a determined approval method to be carried out on submitted data comprising a series 
of approval steps from one or more designated people (each person manually reads and approves pending 
content accordingly). The approval process can be accomplished via e-mail notification, with a "link to a page" 
requiring approval from each reviewer. It is noted that the approval process is pending (i.e. persists) until each 
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(up to the last person) approves a submission (Bernardo column 20 lines 2-19). (see citing above, also Bernardo 
column 3 lines 1-5). 

Bernardo does not specifically teach a persisted activity "record' in a "persisted activity database". 
However, Since part of Bernardo's invention is to manage workflow of Web site creation, and Bernardo's 
teaching that more then one reviewer can be assigned to content (see Bernardo column 19 lines 63-65), it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to keep a record of various 
approvals for a piece of content, in order to track the approval process in an organized manner (i.e. making sure 
each person approves accordingly). In addition, since Bernardo teaches inclusion of various databases within its 
invention for holding data (Bernardo Figures 1, 2, 25, etc.), and since it is well established that databases are 
typically used to organize related data in an efficient manner, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to use one of Bernardo's databases for storing a record of approvals, 
providing the benefit of quick retrieval for tracking purposes, etc. 

9. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bernardo and Nicastro, and 
further in view of Sevcik et al. (hereinafter Sevcik), U.S. Patent No. 6,330,542 issued December 2001. 

In regard to dependent claim 9, Bernardo teaches a "Product/Services Area" (Bernardo Figure 5) 
possibly subjected to approval. Bernardo does not specifically teach this associated with an electronic catalog. 
However, Sevcik teaches an item procurement system for commercial printing, whereby a catalog of printed 
products are linked to a database of prices and other variable information from various print providers (Sevcik 
column 3 lines 21-40). It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention 
to apply Sevcik to Bernardo, providing Bernardo the benefit of linking records (i.e. editing, approving, adjusting 
records) associated with its "Product/Services Area" section with a catalog related product database, for more 
efficient management. 
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10. Claims 12-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Bernardo, in view of 
Sevcik. 

In regard to independent claim 12, Bernardo teaches a system for selected user(s) creating/submitting 
web site content, said content subject to approval pending publication (Bernardo Title, Abstract - especially at 
bottom). Bernardo teaches content creators creating proposed pages of a web site, said pages subject to 
authorized approval pending posting said pages as appropriate. In this fashion, overall web site development (a 
workflow system environment, see Bernardo Figure 1A item 138), integrates various user content submissions 
within said web site, (Bernardo column 2 lines 63-67 to column 3 lines 1-5, 50-58). Bernardo additionally 
teaches a user representative of a company offering various products and services (Bernardo column 6 lines 62- 
67 to column 7 lines 1-5, especially line 1, also column 18 lines 24-34). Although Bernardo does not specifically 
disclose association with a "specific record\ nevertheless, since Bernardo's system is directed to content 
approval and web site creation for various people, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art 
at the time of the invention to associate submissions with a "specific record" of both the submission itself, and 
the submission authors (i.e. a content record), in order to provide the benefit of tracking a submission to its 
author for further clarification, etc. 

Bernardo teaches a determined approval method to be carried out on submitted data comprising a series 
of approval steps from one or more designated people (each person manually reads and approves pending 
content accordingly). The approval process can be accomplished via e-mail notification, with a "link to a page" 
requiring approval from each reviewer. It is noted that the approval process is pending (i.e. persists) until each 
(up to the last person) approves a submission (Bernardo column 20 lines 2-19). (see citing above, also Bernardo 
column 3 lines 1-5). 

Bernardo does not specifically teach a persisted activity "record" in a "persisted activity database". 
However, Since part of Bernardo's invention is to manage workflow of Web site creation, and Bernardo's 
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teaching that more then one reviewer can be assigned to content (see Bernardo column 19 lines 63-65), it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to keep a record of various 
approvals for a piece of content, in order to track the approval process in an organized manner (i.e. making sure 
each person approves accordingly). In addition, since Bernardo teaches inclusion of various databases within its 
invention for holding data (Bernardo Figures 1, 2, 25, etc.), and since it is well established that databases are 
typically used to organize related data in an efficient manner, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill 
in the art at the time of the invention to use one of Bernardo's databases for storing a record of approvals, 
providing the benefit of quick retrieval for tracking purposes, etc. 

In addition, since Bernardo teaches various people designated with the roles of editors and approvers, if 
a Web page is initially disapproved, various editing can be applied by authorized users to said page to facilitate 
approval, therefore the approval process is replayed accordingly until content is approved (Bernardo column 10 
lines 60-67). 

Bernardo teaches a "Product/Services Area" (Bernardo Figure 5) possibly subjected to approval. 
Bernardo does not specifically teach this associated with a "catalog database". However, Sevcik teaches an item 
procurement system for commercial printing, whereby a catalog of printed products are linked to a database of 
prices and other variable information from various print providers (Sevcik column 3 lines 21-40). It would have 
been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to apply Sevcik to Bernardo, 
providing Bernardo the benefit of linking records (i.e. editing, approving, adjusting records) associated with its 
"Product/Services Area" section with a catalog related product database, for more efficient management. 

In regard to dependent claim 13, Bernardo teaches notifying approvers via E-mail and providing a 
link to the content to be approved (a user interface) (Bernardo column 20 lines 2-19). 

In regard to dependent claims 14, 15, 16, since Bernardo teaches various people designated with the 
roles of editors and approvers, if a Web page is initially disapproved, various editing can be applied by 
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authorized users to said page to facilitate approval, therefore the approval process is replayed accordingly until 
content is approved by various approvers (Bernardo column 10 lines 60-67, also Figure 13, column 3 lines 1- 
10). 

In regard to dependent claims 17, 18, 19, since Bernardo teaches various people designated with the 
roles of editors and approvers, if a Web page is initially disapproved, various editing can be applied by 
authorized users to said page to facilitate approval, therefore the approval process is replayed accordingly until 
content is approved by various approvers (Bernardo column 10 lines 60-67, also Figure 13, column 3 lines 1- 
10). 

Response to Arguments 

1 1 . Applicant's arguments filed 6/24/2005 have been fully and carefully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

Applicant's arguments on pages 9-1 1 of the amendment are directed to the assertion that the art of 
record does not teach items (1) and (2) on said page 9. It is respectfully noted that in addition to the instant 
rejections, Bernardo teaches "automated" routing for site approval to authorized approvers specified during 
creation of the Web site (see Bernardo Abstract - at bottom). In addition, Bernardo's approval of Website 
content (i.e. legal approval, etc.) is an automated routing (stepwise) process conducted by a team of people via 
manual inspection of the content in question. Since disapproval typically involves revisions and resubmissions, 
the process for approval and disapproval is selectively persisted (and replayed/repeated if necessary) pending 
final approval of all parties involved. 
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Conclusion 

12. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth 
in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE MONTHS from the 
mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this 
final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory 
period, then the shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no 
event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the examiner should be 
directed to William L. Bashore whose telephone number is (571) 272-4088. The examiner can normally be 
reached on 1 1:30am - 8:00pm EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor, Heather 
Herndon can be reached on (571) 272-4136. The fax phone number for the organization where this application 
or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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13. Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent Application 
Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications may be obtained from 
either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217- 
9197 (toll-free). 



WILLIAM BASHORE 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 



September 12, 2005 



